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REMARKS 

Objections to the Drawings 

The Examiner objected to Figure 1 , stating that Figure 1 should be designated 
by a legend such as -Prior Art— because only that which is old is illustrated. In 
particular, the Examiner noted paragraph [0021] of the specification, which states that 
"interface 1 10 is conventional." Applicants thank the Examiner for her close reading of 
the specification and figures, but Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
characterization of Figure 1 . 

While Applicants will concede that interface 1 10, as stated in the specification, 
may be conventional, Figure 1 illustrates other elements in addition to interface 110. 
As stated in the specification, Figure 1 is a block diagram that depicts an exemplary 
embodiment of an integrated circuit system 100. (Specification, paragraph [0020].) As 
can be seen in the figure, interface 1 10 is merely one part of the system 100, and the 
system taken as a whole is neither conventional nor old. For example, integrated 
circuit 102, which includes a recapture circuit 200, 400, is not conventional or old. 

Therefore, Applicants believe the Figures as originally presented are in proper 
form, and Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the drawing objections. 

Summary of Claim Status 

Claims 1 and 5-32 are pending in the present application after entry of the 
present amendment. Applicants have canceled Claims 2 and 3, thereby rendering the 
rejection of these claims moot. Claims 1 and 10-13 are rejected for the reasons 
discussed below. Claims 4-9 are objected to as depending from a rejected base 
claim, but indicated as allowable if properly rewritten in independent form. Claims 14- 
32 are allowed. Applicants thank the Examiner for this acknowledgement of 
patentable subject matter. 

Applicants respectfully request favorable reconsideration of the claims and 
withdrawal of the pending rejections and objections in view of the present amendment 
and in light of the following discussion. 
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Claim Objections 

Claim 2 is objected to for minor informalities. The Applicants thank the 
Examiner for her close reading of the claims. Claim 2 has been canceled, rendering 
the objection moot. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 5 102 

Claims 1 , and 1 0-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(e) as being anticipated 
by To et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,941 ,484 ("To"). Applicants respectfully disagree and 
submit that To does not teach or suggest the present invention. However, the 
rejection is believed to be moot in light of the present amendments. 

In particular, Applicants have amended Claim 1 to include the features of Claim 
4, which, as noted in further detail below, was indicated as allowable. Therefore, 
Applicants believe Claim 1 is now in form for allowance. Claims 10-12 depend from 
Claim 1 and are likewise believed to be in allowable form. Applicants respectfully 
request allowance of Claims 1 and 1 0-1 2. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over To in 
view of Ehmann, U.S. Patent No. 6,701,390 ("Ehmann"). Applicants respectfully 
disagree, and submit that To and Ehmann, alone or in any combination, do not teach 
or suggest the invention. However, the rejection is believed to be moot in light of the 
amendment to Claim 1 . Claim 13 depends from Claim 1, and thus is believed to be 
allowable for at least the same reasons Claim 1 is believed to be allowable. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request allowance of Claim 13. 

Objections/Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 4-9 are objected to as being dependent from a rejected base claim, but 
indicated as otherwise allowable. Applicants thank the Examiner for this 
acknowledgement of allowable subject matter. 

In response, Applicants have amended Claim 1 to recite the features of 
canceled Claim 4, including all intervening claims, thereby properly rewriting Claim 4 
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into independent form. Therefore, Applicants believe Claim 1 is in form for allowance, 
and respectfully request allowance of Claim 4. 

Applicants have made minor amendments to Claims 5, 7, and 8 merely to 
maintain proper claim dependency in view of the amendment of Claim 1 and the 
cancellation of Claims 2-4. Claims 5-9 depend from Claim 1 and are therefore 
believed to be in form for allowance. Applicants respectfully request allowance of 
Claims 5-9. 

Claims 14-32 are allowed. Applicants again thank the Examiner for this 
recognition of allowable subject matter. Applicants note an apparent minor 
typographical error in the Office Action, which states that Claims 14-31 are allowed 
(Office Action p. 6). Based on the Office Action Summary and the fact that Claim 32 
depends from allowable claims, Applicants believe Claim 32 is also allowed. 



No new matter has been introduced by any of the above amendments. In light 
of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants believe that Claims 1 and 5-32 are 
in condition for allowance, and allowance of the application is therefore requested. If 
action other than allowance is contemplated by the Examiner, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to telephone Applicants' attorney, Justin Liu, at 408-879-4641 . 



CONCLUSION 




Respectfully submitted, 



Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 51,959 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal 
Service as first-class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop Amendment, 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. BOX 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on 
March 9. 2007 . ^ 




Katherine Stofer 
Name 
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